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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

The amended Figure 1 overcomes the previous objections. Therefore, drawing 
objections are withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-13 & 15-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Farwell (US Patent No. 4,941,477) in view of Sever, Jr. (US Patent No. 6,057,846). 

Regarding claim 1, 11, 27, & 29, Farewell discloses a deception verification 

system, comprising: 

a sensor placement unit having a plurality of sensors (the sensor 

placement can be viewed as the unit that the EEG electrodes are connected to 

and specific placements are given for the electrodes see Column 6, lines 31-43), 

a digital acquisition unit that receives signals from the sensor placement 

unit comprising, one or multichannel amplifiers (amplifiers that have multiple 

inputs that can be viewed as multichannel amplifiers see Column 6, lines 44-58), 

one or more digital signal processing units (can be viewed as the A to D 

converter, see Column 6, lines 44-58), and a computing unit (element 30 in 

Figure 2), 
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and a virtual reality system, which is defined in one embodiment by the 
applicant as containing one of the following: an auditory system for directing 
audio stimuli, a visual system for directing visual stimuli to the examinee or a 
haptic system for directing tactile stimuli; the device of Farwell comprises a visual 
system for directing visual stimuli to the examinee (see Column 5, lines 4-10), 
and 

wherein the one or more stimuli are designed to place cognitive demands 
on the examinee that disrupt the examinee's ability to conceal a countermeasure 
used to defeat deception detection (Abstract). 

However, Farewell does not teach of a system, wherein the digital acquisition 
unit enables real time selection of one or more specific stimuli for presentation to an 
examinee via the virtual reality system. Sever, Jr., however, teaches of a system using 
a real time selection for one or more specific stimuli (Abstract & Column 14, lines 8-18). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention with Sever, Jr. to enable real time selection with Farewell in order to effect 
preconditioning of the subject's mind. 

Regarding claim 17, Farewell discloses a method comprising: 

stimulating one or more first senses of an examinee (see Column 5, lines 

19-29), 

questioning the examinee, which is the same as interrogating the 
individual (see 
Column 4, lines 19-35), 
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determining psychophysiological data from the examinee, (see column 3, 
lines 8-23), 

analyzing the psychophysiological data (see Column 10, lines 1-29), 
selecting one or more stimuli for presentation to the examinee, wherein 
the one or more first stimuli are designed to place cognitive demands on the 
examinee that disrupt the examinee's ability to conceal a countermeasure used 
to defeat deception detection (see Column 5, lines 4-18); and 

determining a likelihood of deception (see abstract and entire 
specification). 

However, Farewell does not teach of a method, analyzing the 
psychophysiological data in real time. Sever, Jr., however, teaches of a system using a 
real time (Abstract & Column 14, lines 8-18). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention with Sever, Jr. to use real time analysis 
with Farewell in order to allow for instantaneous analysis of the data. 

Regarding claim 30, Farwell in view of Sevy, Jr. discloses a system wherein the 
one or more stimuli affect one or more second senses, wherein the one or more first 
senses differ from the one or more second senses (see Farewell: Column 5, lines 1-18). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 14 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-30 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anuradha Roy whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6169 and whose email address is anuradha.roy@uspto.gov. The examiner can 
normally be reached between 9:00am and 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Max Hindenburg can be reached on 571-272-4726. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 



Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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